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portions of M. Maugras' narrative, which in its general method recalls
(with certain differences) that of the late Dr. Doran, Lauzun is only an
incidental figure. He had little or nothing to do, except as a sympatheti-
cally interested previous acquaintance, with the rise of Madame du Barry,
or with the downfall of Choiseul which was its (no doubt indirect) conse-
quence ; and though with the rest of society he helped to convert the
dismissed minister's exile at Chanteloup into a defiance to the court, his
ohief pre-occupation there was probably the ' insupportable effort' made
to induce him to fall in love with his wife. And least of all had he a con-
scious share in those anticipations of a new rigime to which more
incidental passages in this volume than can here be noted loudly testify.

M. Maugras has slightly added from original sources to Lauzun's
account of the final overthrow of the independence of Corsica by its
French deliverers; but, on the whole, the exigencies of book-making
must-be held accountable for the revival of the disreputable book, some-
thing like the half of which forms the substance of the present volume.
Concerning the question of the genuineness of the ' Memoirs' of the Due
de Lauzun, M. Maugras has nothing (so far as I can observe) to add to
the arguments urged in its favour by M. L. Lacour in his introduction to
the edition of 1868, and he has not even thought it worth his while to
reproduce these arguments with the same completeness. The chief among
them appears to be the authenticity of the narrative itself, as controlled
from other sources. I am unable to offer an opinion worth putting on
paper with regard to a question which accepted authorities appear to have
summarily decided. A characteristic product of their age and its ' society'
these ' Memoirs ' certainly are, with their very strong dash of Casanova,
and their almost more' unsupportable ' touch of Jean-Jacques ; with their
amalgam of the grand seigneur, the squire of dames and the braggart
absolute, from which those who will may extract whatsoever grains of
gold are contained in it. For my part, although no admirer of Lauzun,
I prefer his ' Memoirs,' of which he is at all events the undisputed hero,
to M. Maugras' attempt to present him, in the least heroic part of his
career, under the less winning aspect of a type. A. W. WABD.

Captain Cook's Journal during his first Voyage round the World made
in H. M. Bark ' Endeavour,' 1768-71. A literal transcription of the
original MSB. Edited by Captain W. J. L. WHABTON, B.N., F.B.S.,
Hydrographer of the Admiralty. (London : Elliot Stock. 1898.)

IT is surely a remarkable coincidence that just as we have been cele-
brating the fourth centenary of Columbus's first voyage, we should receive
Captain Cook's journal of his first voyage, a voyage which, more perhaps
than any other except that of Columbus, has affected the history of the
world and the destiny of nations. It is curious too that this journal should
now be published for the first time. On the conclusion of the voyage
a copy of it was put into the hands of Dr. Hawkesworth, who, after the
manner of his time, and for the handsome honorarium of £6,000, hashed
it, mingled it with a similar hash of the journals of Mr. (afterwards Sir
Joseph) Banks and of Dr. Solander, and so produced the elaborate quartos
which we all know. It is only now, 120 years later, that it has been
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happily suggested to the hydrographer of the admiralty to bring'out the
real thing, the actual journal, aa it was written under Cook'a direction,
from his own notes and corrected by bis own hand.

Captain Wharton has described the manuscripts from which he has had
to work. There are, he tells us, three copies of the journal. 1. A copy
sent home to the admiralty from Batavia, which ends abruptly on 23 or
in civil time 22 Oct. 1770, a few days after the arrival of the ' Endeavour'
at that port. 2. The copy brought to the admiralty by Cook himself on
his return, which contains the whole voyage. The entry for 24 Oct.
1770 runs: ' In the P.M. (that is, in the afternoon of the 28rd) I went
up to Town in order to put on board the first Dutch Ship that sails, a
pacquet for the Admiralty containing a copy of my Journal, a Chart of the
South Sea, another of New Zealand and one of the East Coast of New
Holland.' 8. A copy now in the possession of the Queen, which Captain
"Wharton thinks was written out for George III, ' who took great interest
in the voyage.' It ends on 10 Oct. 1770, the actual day of reaching
Batavia.

The history of these copies is interesting. No. 1 Captain Wharton
supposes to have been appropriated by Sir Philip Stephens, the secretary
of the admiralty. This is extremely probable. From Pepys to Oroker,
it was the pleasant way of secretaries of the admiralty to appropriate
papers, or—which came to the same thing—to take them home to read
them there more at leisure, and forget to bring them back. In this way
hundreds of important documents have been lost, and scores have
wandered away from their legitimate abode, to be caged in different known
or unknown collections throughout the kingdom. This ' Stephens' copy
continued in Sir Philip's family till 1868, when it was bought by Mr.
Cosens. In 1890 it was again sold to Mr. John Corner, who, as an
enthusiastic admirer of Captain Cook, determined that it ought to be
published. Mr. Corner unfortunately died before the necessary arrange-
ments could be made, and it was left for his son to complete them, with
the result that the journal now appears, ably edited, and beautifully printed.
No. 2, the perfect copy brought home by Cook, is now again in the
possession of the admiralty, ' though in some unexplained manner it was
absent for some years, and was only recovered by the exertions of Mr. W.
Blakeney, E.N.,' who, some twenty years ago, was a civil assistant in the
hydrographio office. It would have been interesting if Captain Wharton
could have gratified our natural curiosity as to where the manuscript was
during its absence, and how Mr. Blakeney retrieved it. Borrowed and
not returned is the probable explanation of a loss that was fortunately
only temporary.

These two copies are both in the handwriting of Richard Orton, the
ship's clerk. It is from No. 1, now Mr. Corner's, that the book has been
printed; No. 2 supplying the concluding portion after 28 Oct. 1770.
' No autograph journal is, so far as is known, in existence, but some rough
original must have been kept, as both copies bear internal evidence of
having been written up after the lapse of an interval after the events
described.' One proof is that whereas Botany Bay was at first called by
Cook Stingray Bay, the name Botany Bay not being adopted till ' after
Banks had examined his collection and found all his plants new to science,'
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both 1 and 2 call it Botany Bay from the first mention. The proof of
precedence is as clear. 'The name "New South Wales" was not
bestowed without much consideration, and apparently at one stage New
"Wales was the appellation fixed upon, for in Mr. Corner's copy it is so
called throughout, whereas the admiralty copy has " New South Wales."
It would therefore seem that about the period of the discrepant accounts,
Mr. Corner's copy was first made, and that Cook, in the Admiralty copy,
which for this part is fuller, revised the wording of bis description of this
very critical portion of the voyage.' ' From the 18th to the 19th August,
1770,' Captain Wharton says,' the language in Mr. Corner's copy of the
Journal is quite different from that of the admiralty and the Queen's,
though the occurrences are the same. From internal evidences it
appears that Mr. Corner's copy was at this period the first written up,
and that Cook amended the phrases in the other fair copies.'

The interest of the journal is unquestionable, but it is mainly literary;
the facts remain as we have known them in the pages of Hawkesworth;
or rather, as Captain Wharton has pointed out, many of the facts and
observations recorded by Hawkesworth are not mentioned by Cook ; they
are the contribution of Banks or Solander. But as a matter of style, the
simple narrative of Cook is by much superior to the ponderous verbosity
of Hawkesworth. Captain Wharton's notes, too, are just what they
should be, long enough and not too long, sufficiently numerous but not
too numerous. On one point alone a difference of opinion may be possible.
The transcription, as stated on the title-page, is ' literal,' or rather is
intended to be literal; for no human patience or care could compel a
modern printer to follow exactly Mr. Orton's orthographic vagaries, and
from the extract in facsimile facing page 76 it is clear that this particular
printer has not done so. Mr. Orton's 'Docter,' for instance, appears
as ' Doctor ; ' and a word that, in the facsimile, appears as ' Contach ' is
printed ' Contact.' It may, however, be doubted whether to attain the
relative degree of success was worth the trouble that it must have cost. The
spelling, good or bad, of Cook himself might have some little biographical
interest, which certainly does not belong to the blunders of an obscure
and illiterate clerk. With all their faults, Dr. Hawkesworth's volumes
have at least the merit of showing that neither Orton's spelling nor his
lavish use of capitals was recognised in 1773. J. K. LAUGHTON.

The Life of Thomas Paine. By MONOUBE DANIEL CONWAY.
(New York & London: G. P. Putnam's Sons. 1892.)

A cuBicras and malignant fate follows Thomas Paine in the persons of
his biographers. First of all he fell into the hands of Chalmers (Francia
Oldys), who made almost every statement an opportunity for insinuation
against him, and last of all he has been championed by Mr. Moncure
Conway, who seems to identify praise of his hero with denunciation of
everybody else. It is difficult to decide which method is more likely to
damage Paine's character, for both are easy of detection, while an indict-
ment against all the people with whom he fell out seems even more unjusti-
fiable than an indictment against Paine himself. The pages of the book
read almost like a sacrificial procession in which Mr. Conway leads up repu-
tation after reputation to sacrifice before the shrine of his idol. Yet had
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